May 20, 1983 LB 629

am t horoughly convlnced as | have been fromin April that

the receipts for '83-'84, that the econony is going to...tax
recei pts have a very good |ikel 1hood of bei ng somewhat better
than what we are using for estimates. |If you look gust
through April of this year, actual receipts were 45.9 mllion
above progections, accumul ative for since last July, and
sone of those nonths we are using actual nonths, actually

it is through since Decenber. Mst of the things | read
seens to believe that the econo is going to i nprove and
the point is that | think that this ad)ustnent, as m nor

as it is in terns of a salary ad)ustnent when you | ook at

ot her governmental units in thls state, | think it can be
absorbed within the existing rates provided, of course,

that a couple of other bills are not enacted that are st11l1l
pending or if they are passed vetoed. But another reason
the Appropriations Conmittee accepted an anendnent to LB 632
whi ch woul d have established a separate fund in the event
the nmoney dld materialise, the econony did inprove by next

January. | have refrained fromoffering that amendment to
the bill even though it was a commttee anendnent for a
coupl e of reasons, one, | keep getting suggestions that
the bill may be 1n 3eopardy 1f that anmendnent is attached

toit, not here but the other branch of governnment, and
certainly would not want to Jeopardi se the health insurance
by attaching that anendment to it as )ustified as | believe
that amendnment to be. But since | believe that anendnent
woul d have resulted in a salary adJustrment 1n any event

that the cost is about the same whether we do 1t here or

do it in January, the difference is that this 1s--only a
2.5% increase as opposed to five that | would have been

in support of in January. | think that, snd then finally,
because we cannot selectively override that vetoes in the
other bill, | think this does give us a way to singularly

address the salary issue and treat state enployees with a
little better treatnent than woul d ot herwi se be possible
and | amthoroughly convinced that it is withln the capa-
bility of the tax rates, if you disregard the 421 refund
issue. | believe that it is thoroughly possible withln
the rates of 20 and 34 for operating purposes, and again
not counting the @ sales tax that is being used for the
reserve. Wth that | would support this amendnent as one
that is reasonably fair for state enpl oyees and puts that
issue by itself before us in a fashion that we coul d dea
with it wlthout carrying along with it numerous other

provi sions as oui only alternative would be under LB 628
vetoes.

PRESI DENT: The Chair recogni ses Senator Marsh, and then
Senators Wesely and DeCanp.



